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one, who bad 


* | = 2E e ant the be 


N 2 being not eaſily prevailed with to Per- 


mit the Publication of them, I am not 
a4t liberty to inform the Reader any 
* * N than that they were writ by. 
bad been many Tears of the Church of 
Rome, but having been for ſome time diffatisfy'd 


with Teverat Doftrines and Practices in that 
Chureb, bad reſolv'd to examine, with great Cars, 
the Grounds of that Authority on which they wore 
| 'receiv'd;. by conſulting the beſt Books on n „ 
ject on both Sides,” and by adviſing with Men of 
tbe beſt Judg ments of both "Communions : And _ © 
that theſe Papers were the Reſult of thoſe free and 
impartial Enquiries, deſigned only to impart the 
Author's Thoughts. to a Friend, ot hour any Inten- 5 
8 making them Publick. ; 
Bus falling into the Hands of fie very good 


Fudges, as well Divines as others; the publiſhing 


6 _ 


bf #hem was very much deſired; both; for the rent 8 
and Clearneſs of the Reaſoning; and for the Shoft. 
oy of tbem; many "Readers being encourag i to 
E for Information in Pieces' of this Size; bo 
hav neither the Mind nor #hb ON” 70 g "thro | 
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The PREFACE. 


SR are, Ithink, writ with that ITY 


"7 aud: withal with that Plaitineſs, that they may be 
at all Jimes uſeful to thoſe of our own Communion, 
that want to be fortified againſt the bold Pretences 
70 Infallibility by the Church of Rome; and will, 
T hope, help to open the Eyes of ſuch of the Romiſh 
2 Communion as are perſuaded, that thoſe who deny 
that Iufallibility, take away all Certainty of the 
Chriſtian Religion, or of the Authority of the Scrip- 
tures, the Grounds of thoſe Pretences being the 
chief Subject of theſe Letters. 
lt might have been expected that t he Anſwer writ 
I y one of the Romiſh Perſuaſion to the Firft Let- 
ter, ſhould have been printed, with the Reply; aud 
indeed I wiſh that could have been done, for pre- 


venting all Cavils and Exceptions, but it ſeems it 


was returns d (after the Reply was writ) upon the 
Requeſt of the Gentleman that brought it, before a 
ny Copy was taken bf it. But however there is the 
leſs need of it, fince I am perſuaded the full Force 
7 of the Arguments is plainly and Faire ſet aun in 
Ide Reply. 


I need [ay 120 more concerning the Author or the 


Performance ; Ipray God it may have the good E, 


Ject, to excite all Sorts of Perſons of what Perſue: 
ion ſoever, ſeriouſiy and impariially to enquire into 


%% Grounds and Reaſons of their Religion as this 
Aut bor has done: for it is not only the moſt rational 
_ Method for finding out Truth, but what is indiſ- 
Pen ſably required of us by Revelation; where we 
_ are enjoyn d to prove all things in order to. the 


*bo{ding faſt that which is * M e ee e 
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ſhag : To Mr. Dons a Landl Frick. 
ine 5 22 


that concerning the Guide in Con- 


all naturally have for that Side which they 


I have deliberately. and publickly made their 
JP fee Choice. I was not indeed inclined to 
'WOR | reſolve 


Thank yo ou 1 for che Favotr of your : 
Books, which Ireturn, having read 


troverſies twice with all the At- 
. rention 1 am capable of, and with all the Im- 
partiality I could, under ſo ſtrong a Biaſs as 


quiſite, Vis. . | | 
Evidence of Truth, how oppoſite ſoever to 


— 


all our preſent Perſuaſions. d in this Diſ- 
poſition I have endeavour'd to keep my felf 
on that important Enquiry, Whether the 
Proofs of an infallible Guide are ſufficiently 
full and clear to ſatisfy an unprejudic'd 
Mind; as I heartily wiſh to find them. In 
order to judge the better of my Thoughts 
on this Subject, give me leave, STR, to re- 
preſent to you freely what T think is the 
Sum of your Author's Arguments, what De- 
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reſolve againſt Doubting. tho' told it is a 


uta in; for I am perinaded nothing can 


be ſo, that is out of our Power, as not to 
doubt of a thing which we ſee great Reaſon to 


gives great Prejudice againſt thoſe who hold 
it. as the beſt Security of Error, and the moſt 
elfectual Bar againſt the Diſcoyery of Truth; 

for which a very e THpobnE: is re- 


Dp 


. readineſs td ſubmit to the 


And in this Diſ- 


fect I obſerye in them, and what ſeems to 


me the only Ground on which the Belief of 
an Infallible Guide can be eſtablith'd. I be- 
gin wich the laſt, by laying down this Po- 


— 


- That there can be no Reaſon to aſcribe 


Infallibiliry to, any Man, or Aſſembly of 


Men, but an expreſs Divine Promile ; and 


that thoſe ro, whom ſuch a Grant is made, 
3 74 Ty 1 Es 177. LS 1 Can 


14 


| ther conſidered by and by. 


E 
an Freter Limit; or Extend, Tran or 


Diſpoſe it, in auy Manner, or to any Per- 
ſons; 4.— it muſt be fix'd in thoſe _ Who 
are expre rared and diſti d by that 
Promiſe. 4 5 being laid An, Which * 

believe will be granted me, we are next to 

: conſider with- your Author, What is the Im- 
| Portance of thoſe Places in Scripture ih 
which that Promiſe is ſaid to be contained, 
aud to whom they muſt be applied. Our 

Saviour Promiſes, he ſays. all or moſt, 
of them) are made to the Guides of the 

Church, aud therefore to the Church as 4 

Guide; a Conſequence which {hall be far- 
But here I muſt 
obleryve, Thar ſeveral of them ſeem evident- 
ly limited to the Apoſtles, as thoſe in which 


are join'd the Promiſe of guiding them into ſohn 16. | 


all Truth, and that of ſhewing them things 3+ 

to come: From which I ſee no more Rea- 

ſon to infer a Succeſſion of Infallibility, than 
a Succeſſion of Prophecy; but both ſeem 
equally to belong to thar extraordinary In- 
ſpiration which was neceſſary for the firſt 
Promulgators of the Goſpel, If it is thought 
neceſſary to extend thoſe other Promiſes 

| farther, of our Saviour's being with them to 


the End of the World, and of the * Spirit” O Matth. 


abiding with them for ever, (tho' thele Ex- * 20. 
preſſions are frequently uſed in Scripture, 2 6. n 14. 

| When they cannot be taken in their full Ex- | 

A 4 tent 


2 |? 
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not. 


Ae.) 
.tent;as no doubt you "PLA 4 but) to whom 


ſoever they may be extended, they are far 


from importing Infallibility, as may be ſeen 
in ſeveral Places, where they are uſed for 


thoſe ordinary Aſſiſtances, and Protections, 


which God has promis'd to all his People; 
every good Chriſtian may hope and pray chat 


God will be with them for ever. As for 


that Injunction, Tell the Church, &c. 1 


cannot but wonder to find it always urg'd 


on this Subject; for I think nothing can be 
plainer, than that it does not at all belong to 
it,. when the whole Scope of the Diſcourſe 


is taken together from the 15th Verſe, I 


thy Brotber treſpaſs againſt thee, &c. Our 
Saviour is plainly ſpeaking of private Dif- 


' ferences among Chriſtians, which he wou'd 


have them firſt endeavour to make up be- 
tween themſelves, then to try the Interpo- 

to refer the 
Aatter to the whole Body; and if any one 


ſition of Friends; and laſtly. 


was not to be gain'd by ſuch amicable Me- 


thods, he abs be look'd on, or us'd as a 


Heathen, Pp 
Courts. 
thority 
ou. 


va proſecuted in Temporal 


„„ 


5 which Diſcourſe if any Au- 
of the Church is to be inferr'd, it 
e to decide r Controverſies, pat 


the 
Ffallil 

ive 
Ko 
ing 
ther, 

: with 


ol 


2 
not prevail againſt it; which ſeems not 
neceſſarily to import more than that no 
Power ſhould ever be able to deſtroy Chriſt's 
Church ; the Word render'd prevail, ſigni- 

fying (as I am told) an intire Victory. 
But ſuppoſing that Text to mean that the 
Church ſhou'd never fall into any Error, 
(which ſure is very darkly expreſs'd in it) 
ſince this cannot bè univerſally extended, as 
is own'd by all, but that great Numbers 
may and have err'd; I am till to ſearch for 
ſome Direction, whom in any Diviſion of 
the Church I may adhere to as a Guide In- 
fallible; and for this Chriſt has certainly 
given us a Rule, if your Author's Conclu- 
ſion is true, that moſt of the Promiſes be- page 211 
ing made to the Guides of the Church; 
therefore to the Church as a Guide; for 
without ſuch a Rule, this can be no Rule 
to us, when thoſe Guides are divided among 
themſelyes. pat rc ae! 


And on this Occaſion, he ſays, It ſtems Page 105 


alſo evident, that Chriſtians in ſuch diſs 
ſenting of Governors may not ſafely follow 
which they pleaſe, or judge to be in their 
Doctrine the righteſ! ; for ſo they judge of 
their Fudges. But that ſome Rule there 

zs to whom in ſuch Caſe they are to adhere: 
It being as neceſſary for the ſame Divine 
Providence to leave ſome Means by which 

fo know qnr Guide, as to give us One. 

I 3 Thus 
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Thus He; And this indeed is evidently 


neceſſary, if the other Part is true, That 


1 Chriſtians may not judge for themſelves in 
uach ' Diſentions among Governors, But 
where is this Rule to be found? This is 
what we are in Search of; but of this the 
Scriptures are entirely ſilent. give not the 
flleaſt Hint of any Perſon; or Number of Per- 
ſions, whom, in caſe of Divifions, all Chri- 
Z ſtiatis are obliged. to follow: But your Au- 
OO thor tells us, That this Rule 'by Traditi. 
e has been, und, in Reaſon, can be 10 o- 
ther but this, That in Judges Eccleſiaſti- 


cu ſubordinate (whether Perſons or Coun- 


cils) difenting, Men ought to adhere to the 


FSuperior; in Fndges equal diſſenting, to ad. 
Bere to the Major, not to the Minor Part. 


Allowing this to have been by Tradition 
the only Rule, as I doubt not that it may in 
Neuſon be the beſt that any Body of Men 


can fix on for the maintaining of Peace and 


Order; yer if this is nor a Divine Inſtituti- 


on, what Reafon can aſſure me, that in all 


Diſſentions of the Church, the ſuperiour in 
Dignity or Number muſt be in the right? 
Which is far from being true of any other 
| of Men: But that this Rule is of Di- 
vine Inſtitution, I find no Appearance of a 
Proof, and methinks that Afertion of your 


Author ſeems to ſuppoſe the contrary, vi. 


Fhat in Reaſon there can be no other. Cou'd 


o 
1 
* 
* 


he 


3 30 
Id have ſhew n us that in Fact this-Rule was 


yen us by God, no Body would have doubt- 
5 d the Reaſonablenels of it; but by this he 
cannot mean that God cou d. not in reaſon 
have given us any other: (For who can de- 
ny. that if he had been pleaſed to diſtinguiſſi 
any determined Succeſſion of Men, how few, 
or fo What Dignity ſoever, by a Promiſe: of 
Infallibility, it wou'd have been a: very good 


Rule for us to adhere to Him or Them, e- 


ven againſt the whole World:) What che. ; 
can he mean, but that this is the only Rule 


that Human Reaſon can fix on; an Argu- 


ment which can amount to no more than a 
Fitneſs or Neceſſity of ſubmitting to Su- 
periors, or the Majority of a Council, for 
the Security of Order and Union; (which 
ate indeed very valuable Things, aud not 


lightly to be thrown off:) But a Submiſſion 


to them can be no infallible Security from 
Error; and therefore we cannot be abſolut- 


lvy in all Things obliged to fuch Submiſſion, 


without an expreſs Divine Promiſe, that 5 


thoſe Paſtors who are ſuperior in Dignity, 


or the Majority of thoſe who ſhall happen 


to be aſſembled in a Council, ſhall never 


err. But to ſuch a Divine Promiſe I find no | 
Prerence, nor to any Direction from Chriſt 
or his Apoſtles whom to follow as a Guide 


* in cafe of Diviftons: The Promiſes in Scri- 
riure⸗ are e by no Side carried farther chan to 
; MR —— 


Page 18. follow A Guide 


8 


collect from tem that the whole Church, 


or all the Guides of the Church ſhall never 
fall into Error: But fince thoſe who ſhall 
not err are not diſtinguiſh'd, ro Us, from 


thoſe who may, ſhould we not conclude, 


cContrary to your Author, that therefore 
thoſe Promiſes to the Guides of the Church, 
are not meant to the Church as a Guide? 
For methinks, his Concluſion [That they 
are ſo meant, ] is very well confuted by him- 
ſelf, where he lays, He that appoints us t0 
and then leaves us 
uo way. uber our Guide conſifts of many 
Perſons— and when two Parties of 


them contradift one another. to know 


which of them is to be our Guide. it 15 all 
one ac if he left us no Guide. 


has given us no Direction how to know our 
Guide, Ergo, He has, (or it is all one as if 
he had) given us no Guide. Nor does your 


Author here, or elſewhere, offer to ſhew that 


God has given us any Rule by which to 
know this Guide; but here from a Conceſ- 
ſion of ſome Proteſtants, that there ſhall be 
always ſome Paſtors of the Church unerrin 

he argues, That theſe (unleſs allowed to j 
the Superior. or Major Part) can be of no 
uſe as a Guide to the. whole ; which: no 
Proteſtants maintain them to be. all affirm 
e there is no infallible Guide bur the 


 Scrip- 


From which 
this Reaſoning cloſely follows; But God 


Scriptnres : i'Yet''as if ir Wers granted that 
thoſe unerring Paſtors were to be a known 
appointed Guide, he concludes that his muſt 
be the Rule by which to know this Guide; 


but gives us no better Proof that this is our 


Rule, than in the other Place, ſends us to 
Human Reaſon and Probabilities; For it 
is more /ikely, ſays he, that a Particular: 1 is: 
Perſon ſbou d err than a Synod; and 4 
ſmaller Synod than a more general; and ſo 
Foo of Per ſons ſubordinate, that thoſe eletF- 
ed and advanced to higher Places of Judica. 
ture, ſhould be both Perſons of greater 
| Knowledes and Merit; and, according to 
the Neceſſity of their Place, Divinely more 
aſſiſted. Not to urge that this has been far 
_ otherwiſe in Fact, (as it is too ſure, that ſe. 
veral of thoſe advanced to the higheſt Rank 
in the Church have been very ill, and very 
ignorant Men) let it be as /ikely as he pleaſes, 
Bow far does this fall ſhort of that Security, 
which we look for in a Guide infallible, by | 
an expreſs Divine Promife ? 
But Muy el/e (continues he) fach a Sub: 
ordination 7274 Appeal from lower to higb. 
er Courts, unleſs theſe be of the two the 
leſſ liable to Error, both from Human and 


Divine Help? To which I anfwer, That 


nobody denies thar the Church might = 
it ſelf into ſuch a Model for very good Ends, 


xetating to * aud piſcipline 3 bur 2 
4 


8 —_—_—_ * 
r PCC 


— 


( wo 
| kigullibiliey cin be infer” ».1, from eligiess 14 
not ſee: For, ſirſt, I cannot find 7 0 
Subordinations, upon which ſuc 
are founded, are ſo much as ry be 
of Divine or Apoſtolical Inſtitution (as t a 
of inferior Clergy to their Biſhop. is ;) but 
for thoſe other, of Biſhops to their Metro-. 
politan, and of Metropolitans to Patriar chs, 
they ſeem Diſtinctions merely flowing from 
wie former Diſpoſition. of rhe. Roman Em- 


_ pire, and the. temporal Dignity of Cities; As. 


new Privileges were given to the Biſhop of 


1 n that City s being made 


the Seat. of the Empire. But ſecondly, I 


the lefs liable to Error, how does that, or the 
conſtant Practice in the Church, of appeal- 


any more! proye the Majority of a Gener 


Council Infallible (without an expreſs Pro- 


miſe for it) than. the. like Conſtitution: of o- 
ther Bodies proves the higheſt. Court of 


them to be Infallible, or than it proves e- 


very. Metropolitan, or every Biſhop. to be 


dictions are obliged to obey them. But your 
. 1 Author had tald us before, That this being 


the traditiue Rule of Obedience, which has 


been. always ohſerved in % Church, if our 
Sauisur 0 Promiſes of Alphanre import. * 


theſe . were alb of Divine In- 
ſtitution, and allowing the higher of the two 


ing accordingly from lower to higher Courts, 


ſo, becauſe all under their reſpectixe Juriſ- 


fall be always fowe Clergy. unerring, but 
bow few, or of what Dignity, they, may, be 
is. uncertain ; Then the People. an follow- 

ing the ſuperior, and the major, Part. (the 


70 obey rhoſe of the Clergy, ta wham Chriſt 
denies ſuch Aſſiſtance, and to diſolen thoſe 
who have it. Which is rhe Sum of his Ar- 
gument in that Page, But therefore (lay. all 
Proteſtants) the People are not eine this 


Rule of Obedience in all Caſes: Tis a Hu- 


4 


1 


man Conſtitution; and whenever any of 
thoſe, (tho' otherw iſe their lawful Superiors) 
depart. from their ſole infallible Rule, the 


* Scriptures, the People are not obliged to fol- | 


low them; for they muſt obey God. rather 
than Man. If he means that the People are 
ty'd to this Rule of Obedience in all Caſes 

by Divine Authority, tis that of which we 
want a Proof; if not, his Concluſion will 

ors requiring an univerſal and abſolute Sub- 
miſſion to their Decrees, will thus ſome- 
times tye the People to ſubmit to Error; 
which his Adyerſaries will eaſily grant him. 
The only Argument I find in your Aus 
thor for the Divine Authority of a General „ 


1 


ours, when ever aſſembled in Coungil, 4 
act by the ſelf ſame Authority, (received 
ark... HEIRS. TI From 8 
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Council, is this, That the Church-Gaver- Page 363 
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from our Lord, and by their Divine Inſti- 


tution) by which they act ſingly, in their. 
ſeveral . What Authority then, 
and whence they had it [ingly, they have u- 
nited.— And ſo much I belicye not only 
Dr. Hammond, whom he quotes, but all of 
the Church of England will own; But is 
this Authority abſolute: and unlimited, in 
Matters of Faith, or is it nor ? It it be, then 
every one will be obliged to obey their ſe- 
veral Biſhops, how much ſoever they differ 
from one another; if it be not unlimited, 
as ſure it is not, ſince every-ſingle _ 
may err {as is confels'd by all) and in ſuch 
_ Caſe the People cannot be bound to obey ; 
then neither is it ſo, when they are united, 
for they act by the /e, /ame Authority, 
when aſſembled, by which they at ſingly: 
But how high ſoever the Authority of Bi- 
Thops may be, this is not the Inſtitution we 
look for, nor will it help us in our Search 
whom to follow, when they ate divided a- 
Mong themſelyes: The Divine Authority 
we are enquiring for, is that of a Primate 
over many inferior Biſhops, or of a Majority 
of them over a leſſer Number, with a Pro+ 
"miſe that ſuch ſhall not err; and in cafe the 
greater Number of Inferior Biſhops fhould 
 diflent from their Superiors in Dignity ; on 
which Side the Infallibility ſhould reſt, or 
to whom the People muſt adhere. * A 
bs ON ſue 


4 | 18 a 13 | 
Kicks « Divied Aurhority, . or Diecd 5 
on. I do not find that any Proof is offered- 
Nor does your Author mention this“ laſt 
Caſe at all, A. a Majority diſſenting. from 
their Supctiors, though this not only may. 
but has happen'd. And if it is not determi- 
ned which of them, in ſuch Caſe, is the in- 
fallible Guide; the People will be left uncer- 
thin whom ke follow, or according to their 
different Opinions about e have a Net : 
different Rule of Faith. 
And is it to be thought that a Living * 175 
fullible Guide was deſig ign'd us, and yet, that 
neither our Saviour, or his Apoſtles ſhould 
ſay one Word of any Rule, how to know 
this Guide in eaſe of Diſſentions, nor give 
the leaſt Direction how that Body ſhould be 
conſtituted, which was to have ſo great In 
Privilege as Infallibility; either of what 
Perſons it ſhould conſiſt, or what Number of 
Votes, or what Acceptation ſhould | be ne- 
eeſſary to make its Decrees obligatory ? A- 
bout all which To many obvious Doubts 
may be raiſed, and theſe not the Cavils of 
a captious Enemy; for ſeveral Councils are 
rejected even by the Church of Nome, aud 
How can we certainly know, that they had 
not a Title ro Infallibility, and a Right to 
be obeyed, or that thoſe others may not as 
well be een without ſome ſtared Rules 
dient to give a Council the 
3. | A 


| . 
Authority of a General One, ſince none of 
them have been ſtrictly ſuch, 
But no Direction being lee us by Chriſt 
or his Apoſtles, about this ſo important a 
Matter, is it not reaſonable to conclude, 
That their Writings are the only Rule they 


deſign'd us, by which we. are to cry r 


Spirit) examine all Doctrines, and as they 
agree, or not to that Rule, accordingly. to 
receive, or reject them; which if it reſolve 
at laſt into every Man's private Judgment, js 
it not vain to urge Abſurdities or Inconve- 
niences from that? For without proving that 
God has given us another determin'd Guide, 
this is only arguing, that he ſhou'd haye 
done ſomething which he has not done. 
But why is it thought ſo neceflary for us 
to be more infallibly ſecured from Error, 
than from Sin? which ſeems more oppoſite 
to the Purity of God, and more prejudicial 
to Mankind; what Abſprdity is there in 
thinking, that God has left our Underſtand- 
ing as free as our Will? And if Men had 
done ſo too, what Inconyenience would have 
followed from it? Thoſe Diviſj6ns that axe 
now among Chriſtians, ſeem Hot the necel- 
ſary Conſequence of a Diverſity in Opinions, , 
but of Mens having made the Terms off 
Communion ſtraiter than God has made the, 
Terms of Salvation, otherwiſe all Chriſtians, 
Whg agree in thoſe important Truths which 


"” 
Ld 


C15 


are Eſſentials of the Covenant of Grace, 
might have been of one Heart, and of one 
Communion, notwithſtanding their Diffe. 
rences about other Things; as we ſee the 
Dominicans and Jeſuits are, though the 
Matter in Diſpute between them, ſeems. of 
much greater Conſequence than many of 
thoſe Things for which Churches are un- 
happily. divided from one another: From 
Which may I not conclude, That thoſe Diſ- 
orders (for the Prevention of which, an In- 
fallible Determiner of all Controverſies is 
_ urg'd as neceſſary) are ſo far from being the 
they manifeſtly proceed from their not being 
left at Liberty to do ſo, as the Dominicans 
and Feſurts are, in the Conteſt between 
them; and that therefore if God has not re- 
quired that all controvertible Matters ſnou'd 
be determined, he has left us a more effectu- 
al Way to Peace and Union, vs. By bearing 
With one another in ſuch Things; than he 
had done by appointing ſuch an undetermin'd 
Judge of them, as about whom the greareſt 
Controverſy may be rais ee. 


ets of Mens judging for themſelves, that 


If it is urg'd, that thus many Errors will 


7, get into the Church, which is contrary to 

dur Sayour's Promiſes; I ask how it can be 

prov'd more inconſiſtent with the Promiſe, 
that the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail a- 
gainſt rhe Church, that ſome Errors ſhou'd 


B 2 be 


— — ———— — — „ 
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Command from him for ſuch a 


4 ' 6 1 
s 


be in it. or chat che greateſt patt of it ound 


prevail in it, as we fee they do? Or, how- 


Can it be ſaid, that the Gates of Hell prevail 
againſt the Church, whilſt: it rerains all 
Truths neceſſary to Salvation? For though 
with them there ſhow'd be a Mixture even 


of dangerous Errors, whilſt Faith in Chriſt. 
and Repenrance for the Remiſſion of Sins, 


are maintain'd, they will prove as it were 
Antidotes againſt the Malignity of them: 


For if Men fincerely endeayourtoknow' the | 
* Truth, and ask Pardon for all their involun- 
' tary Miſtakes, what Reaſon” is there to 


doubt that David's Prayer will be accepted 


This, Fir, ſeems to me no i 


- K 


[their contels'd'Rule, TheSeriptures. 
Mauch rather: indeed, môſt gladly won'd 
I ſubmit to an infallible Interpreter df God's 


than they have in following ſome few Pa- 


ſtors, who they think adhere more cloſely to 


- 


appointing, if ſuch a one J cou'd find; bir 


1 muſt conelude with my firſt Poſition , 
which is the Ground 'I have all along pro- 


ceeded on, That there can be no Neaſon to 


aſcribe Infallibility to any Man or Aſſembly 


of Men, but an Expreſs Divine Promiſe, : 


&c. If, SIR, you can ſhew me either that 


this Poſition, is falſe, or admitting it true.“ 


can prove that our Saviour has given us any 


Promiſe or Direction where that Infallibility. 

V hich is ſaid to be in the diffuſive Body ofthe 
Church, ſhall be found in caſe of Diviſions; 
5 will extreamly rejoyce me to ſee it plainly 


done: Bur I have found nothing like it in 


| your Anthor. . „118 true, 1 have not in this 


Paper examined every Particular in his Book, 


or gone through ir methodically, being loth , 


to give you ſo tedious a Trouble; nor was 


it needful ro my Purpoſe, which is not to 1 


wer him: But I have, to the beſt of my 
Underſtanding, taken the Strength of all his 
direct Arguments for an infallible Guide, 
and am much miſtaken if any of his Argu- 
ments amount to more than aFitneſs, orfr .a_ 
a Neceſſity of ſubmitting to þ he as 
reſpects Order; or, on the other Hand, Ab- 


1 18 
e or tather Intorvenicnales in Mens 
being left to judge for themſelyes : Both 
which I have a in theſe Lines. And 
as I am induced to this Search by the ſame 
unprejudic d Love of Truth that brought 
me firſt ro you, I hope you will receive and 
anſwer this with the ſame Condeſcenſion 
and Charity you then had for me, who am 
aud ever ſhall be with * | 


„ 


Tour mf bnble Servent 
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To 0 Mr. 3 who had is pivoting an — | 


| ſewer to the foregoing Letter From & U 7 
i OE o the Author, | 722 


1 R. 


W An ſorry Mr. B—r% tadilpoſts tion 
hindered him from afiſwering my Let- 
ter, and thank you for the Pains you 
were at in getting another to do it. The 


whole Force of the Argument urged i in the 
4 Anſwer | you brought me, which are enlarg'd 
on in ſeveral Paragraphs, and frequently re- 
ſum' d. may be reduc'd to two Propoſitions; 
by which, my Reply to them will be the 
leſs tedious, and the more clear. 


The Firſt, That my Objections againſt 4 


living Infallible Guide, e qually overthrow 
the Palwig of Scripture it felf: Which 


is 


* 


g = x ee eo oi hney» I. —— 3 a 
, 1 5 


. 


j th ses of NET Softions mark'd f r, 4; 
Fe 7 cen, That Proteſtants (the C „ 
* England in particular) receiving not only 


"the uncontroverted but the controverted 
Books of Scripture, on the Infullible Aut ho- 
rity of the Charch; and the Deciſions of the 
four firſt General Councils as the Deciſions | 
ofthe Holy Ghoſt: They mn 5 
Liar a ling Tall, Guide after ibe 

eb Apoſtles. Aud if there 
was ſuch a Guide for 500 Tears, there _ 

is no ;maginable Ground to affirm that it 
Was not to continue for ever; nor any Rea- 
fon, whilſt they own that the Church as in- 
Fallible in her Deciſitns concerning Scrip- 
Ture, to deny that ſhe is ſo in other things. 

5 Part of which is urg'd 1 in the Section mark'd 
2; and the whole is variggſly, inſiſted on in 
8 teveral other Places. Tat 
55 Noe. to all that is ſaid « on ps laſt Had, 5 
need only give this ſhort Apſwer: That it 
| Proceeds upon a wrong Suppoſition, and 
kderefore c e Argument built on it falls 3 f 


Decoaſe 


the Ground, having no Foundation. 


the Gentleman obſerves that I Was 40 5 is 

olf that Inference, viz, That there is as good 

Reaſon to believe ſucceeding. Councils in- 
fallible as the four firſt; 577 therefore, he 
ſays, Turg'd, that no Council yet has been 
court | general one. ; What this N 
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own, that there 
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he take 
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21. 
was ſaid on a 100 different occaſion, which 
he takes no Notice of ) cou d have been .ta 
the Purpole of avoiding his. Inference, I can- 
not imagine; but he may be aſſured 1 was 
4 not aware of an Inference which I knew. he 
= had no Ground for. Proteſtants. do not 
? receive. the Scriptures from the Church 26 
0 an Infallible Authority, nor the Deciſions 
Jof the four fir/? Councils as the Heciſions of 
* | the Holy Ghoſt; they reverence thoſe Coun- 
e Þ cls for the Sake of their Doctrine, which 
e 
F 


they find deducible from the Scriptures ; bur 
do not believe the Doctrine on the Authoxi, 
con of. the Conncils,. according. to what the _ 
py Charchof E of England declares. in her 21ſt Ars 
= Þ 7zcle, That General Councils may and. haut 
Þ erred in Things pertaining to Gad; and 


d that things ordained by them as. neceſſary 
n 0 Salvation, have neither Strength nor 
Authority, unleſs if may: be declared that 
1. they are taken from the Scriptures, And 
it as for the Scriptures, they are belieyed to be 
d vritten by inſpir'd Men, on the Teſtimony 
o of the Church, not as a Body extraordinari- 
t ly. aſſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt, but as they 
re are vaſt Companies of Men, who in a con- 
% Y tinued Succeſſion of many Ages have handed 
a- | themdowtin to us, as Books Written by thoſe 
he whoſe Names. they bear; it being morallx 
en impoſſible t. that thoſe to whom they were ar 


ch WY 8g, cou haye receiv d and ber 
as |: liey'd 


| 
liev'd them, if they had not known the 
great Matters of Fact contain'd and appeal'd infa 
to in them to be true; which Facts ſufficient: | oft 
ly prov'd their Authors to be iuſpired: And Tc 
as little is it poſſible that their Succeſſors P78" 
cou'd have corrupted thoſe Books, which ther 
were Read, Copied, Tranſlated, and Diſ- | Thi 
pers d into ſo many Hands, in all Ages of | Tb. 
As for the controverted Books, neither Cer 
are they receiy'd on the Authority of any ſ 
Judgment or Sentence paſs'd on them, but © G 
on the fame moral Arguments on which the 
Councils judg'd them to be Canonzcal; as 
their being mention'd for ſuch by the ear- my 
lieſt Chriſtian Writers Which the Book of! Re: 
Revelations in particular is) the Number of | 
Hands in which they were, and the Confor- Pre 
mity of their Doctrine with thoſe Books | the 
which had never been queſtion'd, but were | Ca 
conſtantly quoted and appeal'd to on both Þ 
Sides, in all the Diſputes that happen'd a- 
mong Chriſtians about other things. 
| On theſe Grounds Proteſtants think they 
1 are /ufficrenitly, if not infalliby certain of the 
infallible Authority of the Scriptures. _ 
And that they may thus be tufficiently 
certain that they ought to ſubmit to an Au- 
thority as infallible, the Gentleman muſt 
grant, whether he will have the Scriptures 
| beliey'd on the Authority of the Church as 


infallible, or the' Church by the Anthority 
of the Scriptures ; for one of them muſt be 
received on a moral Certainty, unleſshe will 
argue in a Circle, proving both by each o- 
ther, which he knows will prove neither: 
This then, I doubt nor, he will grant me, 
That the Grounds on which Proteſtants be- 
lieve the Scriptures, | may give a ſufficient | | 
Certainty that we ought to ſubmit to an Au 
thority as Infallible, _ „ 
And now I ſuppoſe the Gentleman will 
think he has me at great Advantage, and that | 
to be conſiſtent with my ſelf, I muſt retrra>t 
my Poſition, viz, That there can be no 
Reaſon to aſcribe Infallibility to any Man 
or Aſembly of Men, but an expreſs divine 
Promiſe, Sc. The Queſtion then is, Whe- 
ther the Caſes are alike; which leads me to 4 
examine his firſt Propoſition, viz. That my 1 
Ol jections againſt a Living Infallibbbkui 
Guide, equally overthrow the Authority _ 
of Scripture it ſelf. A Propoſition which 
if he had made good, I ſhou'd be extreamly 
ſorry for it, becauſe there is this Unhappi- 
neſs in it, that inſtead of proving the Autho- 
riry of the Church, it would only prove, 
that the Authority of Church and Scripture 
are equally uncertain ; a ſort of Arguments, 
which Iwiſh none would make uſe of, but 
thoſe who deu to overthrow Chriſtianity 
it ſelf; which I would by no Means ſup- 
8 öñ„L TT 


. 


1 ACER oo owt 
poſe to'be the Gentleman's Aim, notwith. 
ſtanding his hard Inſinuations of me: But 
let any one judge whether his Reaſoning or 
mine tend moſt to that conſequence. 
In examining the Arguments for a Living 


 Tafallible Guide (a Point deny'd” by the 


greater Number of Chriſtians) I all along 
ſuppos'd the Authority of the Scriptures as 


a common Principal agreed on by them all, 


thinking that Agreement a ſufficient Foun- 


dation for the Chriſtian Religion, whatever 
become of the Point in-Difpute: On the o- 


Ther Hand; the Gentleman being to main- 
tain tha di put od Point, the Authorit 7 of 


the Church as an infallible Guide, turns my 


Objections againſt it, againſt che Authority 

of rhe Scriptures, and then, inſtead of ſhew- 

only hopes Iwill grant they prove too much, 
but is ſo far from ſhewing that they do ſe. 
that all the reſt of his Diſcourſe is founded 
on a Suppoſition that thoſe Arguments ae 


good againſt the Scriptures, that their Au- 


thoriry muſt'be dub tone, unleſs they ate be- 


liev'd on the Infallible Authority ef 'the 


Church: And if fo, will net the Authori- 


ty of the Church (which is denied bythe 


greater Part of Chriſtians) be at leaſt as du- 
bious as that of the Scriptures, for Want of 


another Infallible Authority to ſupport our 


-* 
bf 


Belief of it? And fo adieubeth-the:Qhurch 


of 


* 4 


of Rom 
Ver do 
defignir 
bur the 


- 


of thek 
gu ment 
againſt 


have fo 


tho' th 


\ 


of Momre's, and the Chriſtian: Rule of Faith. 


To do/l not uncharitably cenſure him of 
gying this Conſequence. obvious as itiis, 
— Rast Was no Way to avoid it; bat owe 


of theſe two, either by ſnewing that: my Ar- 


guments as retorted by him, were not good. 


againſt che SWwipkurds, but that we might 


have ſufficient Certainty of their 'Anthotity, 
cho*the Church were not infallible; which 


had been too dangerous a Conceſſion,” (the“ 
from thence he had urged, that we miglit 
be equally certain of the Church's Intalli. 
bility on the ſame Grounds) for this would 
have wholly taken off rhe Force of his main 
Argument, for our receiving all the Peciſi- 


ons of the Church as Infallible, vi. be- 


cauſe we muſt receive her Deciſions of Seri- 
pture as ſuch; But, what is worſe, if he 
| cohld not have produc'd a Tradition equally 
clear and univerſal, for a Living Ixfallible 
Guide, as for the Iuſpiration of Seripture, 
the [Authority of this Guide would again 
have been referred to a Trial by Scripture; 
and ſo we had been where we were, and all 


my Arguments might fill have been ftrons 


enough againſt ſuch a Guide, however weak 
(as indeed they are) againſt the Scriptures. 
If therefore he would not make this Con- 
2 that we may have a ſufficient Cer- 
tafnty of the Divine Authority of the Scri- 
ptures, without „ Church ile 
1 8 


nity it ſelf. 


J 
lible, the only other Means he had to a- 


void the Conſequence of taking away all 
 Certainty both of Church and Scripture, 
Was to give a plain Reaſon why the Doctrine 
of an [nfa/lible Guide was more capable of 
Ceertainty, and of being - convey'd thro” a 
- Courſe of many Ages clearly and unalterably, 
than the Books of Scripture ; or to affirm, 
that in Fact jr had been ſo; a Propoſition 
which he would have found very diff 
maintain. But on that Suppoſition his whole 
Diſcourſe muſt be founded; for ſince he 
plainly denies that we can be certain of the 
Divine Authority of the Scriptures, unleſs 
the Church is infallible, (accuſing me of 
having made their Authority dubious by at- 
tacking her Infallibhility he muſt then ſup- 
| Pole that we may be more certain, by Tra- 
dition of the Divine Authority of the 
Church, than we can be of the Scriptures ; 
_ unleſs, as I ſaid, he will take away all. Cer- 


cult to 


* 


tainty of either, and ſo overthrow Chriſtia- 


This then js the right State of the Que: 


* 


ſtion between us, Whether the Infallibili. 
ty of the Church, as now taught by the 
Church of Rome, or the Divine Authority 
of the Books of Scripture, has been con- 
veyed to us by the moſt clear and univerſal 
Tradition. And on the Reſolution of this, 
muſt ſtand or fall the Truth of my Poſitio 


{1 


n 
2 


an 


4 


no ſufficient Tradition of it; and therefore 


5 


2755770011 E 
and Arguments againſt an Infallible Guide, 


or of his Objection, viz. That they equal- 


ly overthrow the Authority of Scripture 7 


For if the Scriptures have come down to us 
by ſo clear and uninterrupted a Tradition, 
as is ſufficient to give us a Certainty of their 
Authority, then my Arguments cannot be 
turned againſt them; bur if, on? the other 


Hand, the Doctrine of the Infallibility of 


the Church, as a Guide, was not capable of 
being, or has not been, convey'd to us by 


ſuch a Tradition as can give us a Certainty, 


then there is all Reaſon to require a plain 
Proof of it from the written Infallible Word 
of God; and ſo my Arguments will ſtand 
good againſt a Living Guide, tho” nor againſt = 
the Scrjptures, unleſs it muſt follow, that if 
we can't be certain of ſome one thing with. ⸗ 
out a Divine Revelation, that therefore we 
Cannot be certain of another, or of any thing 
without Revelation; which, I ſuppoſe the 
Gentleman would not have me take for a 
good Concluſion, and, I aſſure him, I did 
not take it for a Principle. pe 
But the Ground on which I went, was 


* 


indeed that in which, he ſays the Cavil lies, 
vis. That Tradition is no expreſs Proof of 
be Infallibility of the Church, i. e. of that 


Part which ſtood to the Succeſſor of the 
chief of the Apoſiles, or rather that we have 
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vr dination and Submiſſion, 


dmuiſſed by it into Error, I am r 
Sbat can. And if this is a good Anſwer 1 
; have learn d what T did not Know before, 


f expected, hat after he had turn'd my Ar- 


a 


would have ſhewn them to be groundleſs 


Cavils againſt a Living Guide, by producing 


à better, or, if that were too hard a Task, as 


oda Tradition, for the Tofallibiliry of that 


Dee e e ve we for u 


thoriry of the Scriprures. Bur inſtead of that, 


in the Church, the conſtant Exerciſe of Au- 


he only utges the cſtabliſh'd Subordinatjons 
 thoriry by Church Guides, and the Submit. 


fion of the Fatchful to them; All which 1 


Had obviated, by enquiring, How ſuch Sub- 


drdinarions (even ſuppoſing them of Divine 


 Hiſtiturion) and fach Exerciſe of Authori- 
TF accordingly, would any more prove the 
Superior in Number or Dignity infallible, 


than the like Conſtitution of other Bodies 
proves them tobeſo ; of which he rakes no 
orice, and only fays, Now that all this 
outd be granted of Divine Inſtitution, 


{though by the way, I only fuppos'd, by no 


means granted it) this 92 of Fub. 
dination and Submiſton, laid upon all by 
God's expreſs Order; if it do not infer 


5 


e thoje eee 19 it, hall nos bt 


it into Error, I am to learn 
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viz. That all Sovereigh Princes, nay, that 

ell Parents. are Infalliblè; for there is 
an Obligation of Subordination and Submiſ- 

| Gon to them, laid upon all Children ànd 
Subjects, by God's expreſs. Order; But if 
this do not infer, that a be conform to 


12 
4 — 8 
; a ) 


it, ſhall not be miſled by it into Error, yet 
am I not to learn what can; a plain Promiſe 
from God, that ſuch Superiors ſhall be in- 
fallible in all their Commands, would infal- 


libly bear that Inference; but till he is pleaſ- 


— 


| we muſt have a, Liberty of judging for ou 

fetves, whether, rage Nov 

this is true with Relation to our Natura and 

Civil Governors (as I believe every Body 

will allow that ſt is) why is not the fame 
Limitation as conſiſtent with our Obligati- 
on of obey ing Spiritual Governors? N. 

doubt, this Liberty of judging for our ſelyes 
may be abus'd in all thoſe Relations; wick- 
ed Children and Rebels, as well as Her- 
zicks, may make this a Pretence for throw- | 
ing off their Duty; but that does nor make 
the Rule leſs true, or hinder thoſe from be- 


ing 
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nh 1 ſee} be contented: that we pay them 
ablolute Obedience in all things that fall un- 
der their Juriſdiction; but if they will go 

: bey ond that, by commanding any thing con- 
trary to the Word or Will of God, in that 
we muſt not obey them, and conſequently 


lo Or not. N OW if 


LET .. oo nannt — 


ing juſtified by if wie | ſincerely in it. 
__ »»," Bur 1 ſeem 70 grant, (he ſays) that the 
Arguments for infallible Church Authort- 
ty prove, that it is fit, that it is neceſſary. 
. ' there ſhou'd be ſuch, from whence he forms 
this Sy/hogiſm, Chriſt ſettled in his Church, 
_aphat ever was fit and neceſſary for its 
Preſervation; but ſuch is [as is granted) 
-an Infallible Authority; Ergo, Chriſt ſet- 
tled an Infallible Authority in his Church. 
I know not how the Gentleman came ſo 
much to miſtake my Meaning, for I do not 
find that my Words give him any Occaſion 
for it, but if they had done fo, in that one 
Place, by ſome Neidipence or Obſcurity in 
the Expreſſion, methinks the Principles oh 
Which I argue all along, might have led him 
to examine with a little more Care, whether 
the Words would not bear ſome other Senſe; | 
leſs inconſiſtent with the reft of my Letter. fit or 
But indeed the Place taken by it ſelf, would for te 
be very groſs Nonſenſe, if it were meant as as ſux 
he underſtands it; juſt as much as if T had but f 
Faid. It is necefſary that there ſhould be an all ch 
Infallible Authority in the Church, bur we Wilk 
Cannot be ſecur'd from Error by ſubmittin vernr 
to it, unleſs that Infallible Authority is Infal- that 
lible. Now if the Gentleman will believe 1 Gove 
did not intend this profound Reaſoning, he tural 
will find that my Words cou'd have no other W 
Meaning, than, Thar thoſe Arguments ta- are n 
n i eee „ nen ee 
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for to that I have not 


ken from the pia of e Church, and 
from the Reaſonablneſs of Inferiors ſubmit- 
ting to Superiors, or the Minor to the Ma- 
jor Part, prove only that there ſhould be 


ſome Government in the Church, bat not 


that thoſe Governors ſhould be Infallible. 
For how elfe could I ſay, that thoſe Argu- 
ments might prove 4 Fitneſs or Neceſſity of 
ſubmitting ro. Superiors, for the Security of 
Order and Unibn ; yer ſuch Submiſſion 
could be no Security againſt Error, and from 
thence conclude as I do, that therefore we 
cannot be abſolutely, in all things obliged 
to fuch Submiffion, becaufe rhough Orden 
and Union are very valuable Things, Trath 
muſt not be ſacrificed to them. And thus, 
if it muſt be concluded that Chriſt has eſta- 
bliſhed in his Church what ever I might thin 
fir or neceſſary (not to its Preſervation, 

| not granted, or ſo much 
as ſuppos'd that any Authority is neceſfary) 
but for rhe Security of Order and Union, 
all that can follow from what f have faid; 
wilt be, that Chriſt has eſffabliſh'd ſome Go- 
vernment in the Church; but as I obſerv'd. 
that will no mote prove that our Spiritual 
Governors are Infallible, than that our Na- 


tural or Civil Governors are fo. 


Well then, ſince füclf Inferences äs thefe, 
are not likely to ſatisfie one who wou d build 
on a Divine Promiſe of an Infallible Guide. 

e 5 witk 


with a Rule given by Chriſt or his Apoſtles, 


ho to know this Guide in, Caſe; of Divifi- 
ons; of which I had urg d that they ſaid 
never a Word; the Gentleman anſwers, 

That this is groundlefly. ſaid, and asks, By 
Poſtles, [aid never a Word. of it; us every 

thing they ſaid writ down in . Scriptures 

To which 1 reply, No certainly, for of this 

I have a very good Rule to be aſſured, 24S. 

The Scriptures: telling me, ſos And if he 

cou'd give me as good a Rule how to know 

that they ſaid Which was not written, I 

Wou'd willingly, ſubmit to ir, But methinks 
the ſame Evangeliſt who aſſures us, that 
lohn 20. Jeſus did many Things which, were uot 
| Ve zi. ritten, when he adds, but theſe are writ- 
deu that you, may believe; ſeems to imply; 

that ſucceeding Ages could not have tuff 

if they had not been written. However, if 


the Gentleman will not allow this Iuferenee, 
if he will think, that tho!, che Evangeliſts 

pro feſs to write that we might believe, and 
rhat believing we might have Life, yet that- 
they needed not to have writ. for. that End, 
nor did writ all that was neceſſary to it; 
bur that this very neceſſary. Point, of a Rule 
how to know our Guide, was one of the 
things which they omitted to write; yet I 
hope he will not in earneſt expect an An- 
ee ane ee ier 


leave to 


* 4 „ 
Qi cieſtion, 0 FO 7 Hb : 


Wir to bis 


| 25 Chrift or his Apoſtles ſaid not a Word © 
„Hit. Every one knows that a Negative 


Mühen proves it ſelf, ar leaſt it is the 


fame to us, if it does not appear that a Wes, 8 


is, as if it were not; the Queſtion therefore. 


is not, how I know that they did not ſpeak - - 
of ſuch a Rule, but how I can know that 
they did; and till that is prov'd, P may be 
allowed to ſuppoſe they did not. 


And now if the Gentleman rhinks fir to 


A That Tradition is an expreſſive 


roof (as his Words are) of the Infallibi- 


lity of that Part, whith adbere (Os Caſe 
of Dzviſions to the Succeſſor of the chief 


of the Apoſtles, Let him conſider, that 4 


muſt ſupport their Infallibiliry with 


fame moral Arguments, on which Prote: 
ſtants believe the Divine Authority of the 
Scriptures; (though 1 might exact ſtronger 
from him, who ſuppoſes thoſe not ſufficient 


for our Belicf of Scriptures ; but to one wha g : 


ſeeks the Victory of Truth” alone, Argu- 
ments 1 Mong will ſuffice) And I beg | 

ve him a ſhort View 97 51 Task, 

which wen an Undertakin 10 "wou'd eng gage 

0 ä 


him in, that he may the more caſffly ge 


| Whether it can he perform'd or not. 


lf then he wou'd maintain on moral 
Sroußds, the Divine Inſtitution of all the 
Subordinations i in the Engel, and as In- 
— ene C * falli- 


ff 
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ihres; For no Inſtance can be. produced t 
canfute the. Aſſurance we have, from the 


Wh 


— 


_ Hallibility of Superiors, from their exerciſing 
Authority, with the Submiſſion. of the 


* 


ordinations cou'd ever have been eſtabliſh'd, 


if they had nor heen inſtituted hy Chriſt, or 
his Apoſtles; or, that when they were e. 
 Gablith'd, that it was impoſſible for the Su- 


* 


periors to extend their Authority to things 
in which they had none; or that their In- 
feriors ſhou'd ſubmit to their - Deciſions, 
without believing them infallible: But if 
phone of theſe Things are morally impoſſible, 
(which all the Subordinations thar are infany 
Human Society, all the Encroachments 
oh the Privileges of Subjedts, and all che 
Exerciſe of Authority in Civil Governments, 
that have ever been ſubmitted ro in the 
World. abundantly evince that they are not) 
Ties ck Huge of Authority, with the 
Submiſſion, of Inferiors, are npr ſo good 
 Grqunds for our Belieying the Infallihility 
of Superiors, or their Divine Inſtitution, as 


. 
% 


dee bare for the Autboriry of the Scrip 


4 
P 
4 - 


Nature of Thiqgs, and of Mankind, tha the 
Fur Cong N have heen ręceiy di as 


| Bopks Wricten by inſpired Men, if the firſt 
Fhriizns jp whomehey were delivered, had 


45 


| Pleaſed to conſider. whether he can affirm, 
Mage. i bs RAE impoſſible that ſuch Sub- 


not known the great Fats contain'd in 
them to be true; which Facts prov'd that 
their Authors were divinely / aſſiſted ; and 
farther, that it is morally - impoſſible, that 
Books of ſuch Importance, which were ſo 
_ early diſpers'd into all Parts, and on which 
fo many Eyes were, in all Corners of Chri- 
ſtendom, con'd have been corrupted in any 
ſucceeding Age; thoſe Books being read a- 
maong all Chriſtians, from the Apoſtles Time, 
conſtantly appeal'd to in all ; 6 Contros 
verſies, and moſt of them having never been 
queſtion'd ro be written by | thoſe whoſe 


Names they bear, but were own'd as ſach, 


even by the Enemies of the Religion they 
contain. Theſe are Grounds, on which all 
Mankind are agreed, that we may be ſuffici- 
ently certain of the Author, and the faith-⸗ 
ful Conyeyance of a Book ; but they are 
ſuch, as perhaps nothing, of any other Na- 
ture whatſoever, is capable of. However, 
if the Gentleman would apply them to a tra- 
dirionary Doctrine of the Infallibility of the 
Church; if he will ſay, That tis equally 
impoſſible that this Doctrine could ever have 
been received, unleſs it had been delivered 
by the Apoſtles ; or, that being delivered by 
them, it is morally impoſſible; that a Do- 
ctrine of ſuch Importance could be corryp- 
ted, miſunderſtood, or miſrepreſented, in 


„ 


"any. 
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any ſuceeeding Age: Ler "i obſerye firſt, 
That there is nothing in this Doctrine, that 
anſwers to thoſe Facts contain'd in the 
Scriptures, which ſerve ſo well to aſſure us 
of their Divine Authority, being of ſuch a 
Nature, as the firſt Chriſtians cou d not be 
miſtaken in, and which by receiving theſe 
Books they atteſted to; an Advantage that 
no unwritten Doctrine can pretend to, by 


% ix "Ig 


which to prove it ſelf of Divine Original: 


* . 


And next, Let him conſidef, how the Po- 


7 : " * * 


* 


tines of the Millennium, and that of the 


Neceſſity of the Euchariſi for Infants, came 


do be rebeiyed as Apoſtolical Traditions, ſo 


Farly and fo Generally as they were: How 

thoſe many Tra47tions,'by which the Fews 

made the Word of GOD of none Effi, 
were receiy'd among them as deliver'd by 
 Mofes': And laſtiy, How that moſt im- 
portant Doctrine, of the Being of One Gop, 
truly deliyer'd to, our Fathers, was .corrup- 
ted and loſt; in the Polytheiſm and Idola- 


* 2 


| rey of almeſt the whole World; rho” when 
Men liv'd to ſee the third ang fourth Ge- 
Heration, there was far greater Advantages 

| thaii ſince, for conveying an un written Do- 
+ ct nnn hott. e ee DOIYTSONT 3 
„„ Agar warn 
If then theſe General Propoſitions cannot 
_ TT , e. 

be maintain d. to ſuppart the Doctrine of a 
Eiving miele Gude! apd, He wong 
Venture che Matter on this particular one, 


* 


— 


7.) 


That in \ Faſt. we . as clear; 1 winter! 
rupted, and univerſal a aalen of thit 


Dock rine, as we, ba fp of the «theres af © 


oh © an ; 


He may be pleas d to nee firſt; What 
Evid ence We can have of that, without 


thoſe General N that is. How 1 


we can be certain, that any Thing has been 


conyeyid to us, through many Ages, clear: 
ly, and without an Alteration, unleſs we 
can affirm, that it is morally, impoſſible ig 

ſhou'd be otherwiſe. Next, Whether the 
1 Number of: Chriſtians, who o-, no 
auch Tradition as thoſe of the Greet 


Church, and of the more Southern and 


Eaſtern Parts, — yet do all give Teſti- 


mony to the Scriptures) will not be a 


great Prejudice againſt ſuch an 2 
not to ſay a plain Confutation ot it. And 


laſtly, Whether the many different Opini- 


ons 3 this Infallible Guide, even amoi 


Pope, or with him, or neither Pope; nor 


— If ay,. e 


e922! = 


ious s Opinions of 2 


the Aſſertors of it, as, Whether the Pope 
alone is Infallible, or a Council without the 


uncil, but the Church diffuſive and 
| Whether this is by a continued Conveyance = 
of Tradition from one Age to another (ace. 
cording to Mr. Serjeant. and- his Niſciples ? 
qr by a: perpetual. Aſſiſtance of the "Holy: | 
Chet 185 is more pot y.-taught.:.Whes 


; . 
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Infallible Guide, are not Proofs, That this 
Doctrine has no more come down to us by 


any clear, or certain, than it has by an u- 


niverſal Tradition. 


And if on all theſe Confiderations itſhou' d 


appear, that we cannot have an equal Cer- 


tainty of the Infallibility of the Church, as 
of the Scriptures, by Tradition; Cas! doubt 


not to affirm, that there never was ſo clear, 
10 uninterrupted a Tradition for any Thing, 
as that which conveys the Scriptures to us} 
Then it will follow, that my Arguments 


cannot juſtly be turn'd againſt the Scriptures, 
_ tho? they are good againſt a Living Infal- 


gra h, Not to forget what the Holy Ghoſt 
In hired St. Paul zo record, to ſtand faſt, 
and hold the Traditions we have been 
taught, whether by Word of Mouth, or 


lible Guide; which is whatT was to ſhew, 

and conſequently that J had Reaſon to re- 

quire a plain Proof of ſuch a Guide, from 
the written Word of Goo. 


But we are exhorted, in the laſt Pant 


Writings Apoſtolical; which Text being 


often brought ro prove, that the Scriptures 
are not our only Rule of Faith, I wou d not 


, rheſl. 
*. 13. 


omit to confider it in particular, and it may 


not be improper here. St. Paul charges 


the Theſſalonians, to hold. what they had 


Been taught, either by Word, or his E. 


Piſtle, not by Writings — which 


ſeems 


( . 
a artfully ſubſtirared, that St Paul may 
be thought to include all that was written 
by the Apoſtles, from which Text I ſee not 
that any thing can be prov'd, hut that St. 
Paul had taught the Theſſalonians ſome 
Things, which were not in his Epiſtle, as 
no douht he taught them all the Doctrine of 
Chrift, all that is contain'd in the Goſpels ; 
which they were certainly as much oblig'd 
to hold, when they. receiv'd it from the 
Apoſtle's Mouth, as if it had been written: 
But perhaps it will be urg'd, that St Pay 
in this Chapter is ſpeaking of Traditions, 
which were never written, as of the Hinde- 
rance of the coming of Antichriſt ; and that 
therefore the Exhortation in the Text muſt 
not belong only to ſuch Traditions as were 
I Þ afterwards written. To which I anſwer, 
ara. That ſuppoſing this Argument good, and 
that the Theſſalonians were oblig d to hold 
ſome Traditions which were never written, 
particularly that concerning Antichriſt ; 
yer if they have not performed their Duty | 
therein ; if not anly they, but the whole 
Catholich Church, has ſuffer'd this Tradi- 
tion to be intirely loſt, ſo that to no Church 
in the World it can be ſaid at this Day —— 
| Now you know what with. holdeth that be 
houd be reveaFd, &c. This can only 
ſhew, how much more faithfully Traditions 
a uche, * Writinge, than by Word of 
—_ Mouth 14 


7 


What that Hindrance was, we know not, 


becauſe it was not written: And ſo of all 


the Miracles which our Saviour did, 'thoſe 
few only which are written, are preſerv'd 


and believ'd; thoſe infinjtely more, which 


St. John tells us he did, that were not 'writ-/ 


ten, are intirel! forgot: ; and therefore tho” 
the firſt Chriſlianc, Who faw and heard 
thoſe Things, might | be obli iz'd to hold them, 
vet we cannot be {o, who have no poſſible. 
Means of knowing them: But fince there 
was ſo great Danger, as appears by © he 
Things mention d in theſe Texts, that 
what was truſted to Oral Tradition, ſhould 
be abſolutely loſt, have we not great Reg: 
ſon to conelude, that G05 in his Provis 
dence took Care, that all that was neteſſ#- 
ty to be believ d, ſhou'd'be plainly written; 
and that among them we ſhall find ſome Di. 

_ reQtion to a Living Infallible Guide, Af 
ſuch a Guide was deſign d us that we may 
believe, aud that believing” we Woe have 


Life. 92 my i . \ þ 6 
Nothing the | 
what the ere has laid againſt 


Senſe in wich! underſtand thoſe Texts 
Seriptuce, Which are uſu 


eſtion': But, W bay are we noꝛ to do 3 
10 N ; | | Tudg- 


>, 


Mouth; Fe we bus: Kew; his: thers 
Vas ſome Hindrance of the coming of An- 
tichriſi, becauſe fo much is written; but 


gerbindints of bur to examine 


ally urg'd 1 in this 


'd 
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Jadging for my ſelf: of the ang of 
Seriprure, is it ſeems an Offence againſt | 
it. or as he calls it, ruling my Rule; I con. 
fels 1 did think the Uſe of a Rule to be. 
thut thofe to yore! it * Rubs, bet þ Iv 
judge by it, whether ſuch Things as 55 
e ek it, do fo, or not; 4&1 c 1 80 
not imagine thar it was a prelumption, to. 
| pretend to underſtand our Rule, ſe far 48 18 
veceſſaty to that End; or that * underſtand: 
ing x'Rule, is ruling the Rule; which if ir 
be, How can d Rufe be of any Ufe to us ? 


That is, indeed, How can it be a Rule? 


Bur why is it chat private Perſols cannot | 
underſtand ſuch Things as ſeem plain in the 


Scrip tures? Were thoſe Things s underſtood 
by chk! people, when our Saviour'or his A- 
poſtles ſpoke them? If they were, Cod 
not the Evangeliſts write the ſame Things, 
in Words as inrelligible, or in the ſame 
Words in which they were ſpoke ? If the: 
cou'd, Whar Reafon is there to doubt that 
10 they wou'd 2. Or, to think the fame Things 
are leſs incelligible when they are written, 
than when they were ſpoken ? *Tis true 
the Scriptures: have been miſunderſtood, or 
perverted, and-that in Matters of great Im- 
portance; but this is no Argument, thar 
they are not plain in ſuch Things. for 
thoſe who have miſinterpreted rhem, have' 
jobs done it, "oy WF to the plain and 


obvious 


obvious Senſe of them; but, either by ex- 
pounding plain Texts, in a different Senſe 


from the moſt literal Meaniug of them, 


yen there was nothing in the known Na- 
ture of the Thing. that requir'd it; Or, by 
determining obſcure Texts, to a certain 


Senſe, as agreed beſt with their Prejudices: 
And perhaps there are none more in Danger 
of being miſled by thefe Means, than thoſe 


who ſubmit their Judgments to a Church, 
that profeſſes to have another Rule beſides 


6 the Scriptures, by which they may ru "Np 
this Rule; however, all the Miſtakes about 

great Danger, of being too Careleſs, too 
Curious, or any way Byaſs d in ſtudying 

them; for as they muſt be very liable to 
Err, who will too curioufly ſearch into 


Things not plainly reyeal'd, or who eſta- 


bliſh Articles of Faith on obſcure Texts; ſo 
there is nothing ſo plain, that a Mind 


ſtrongly prejudic d may not pervert, or a 
negrligent Perſon miſunderſtand. My Let- 


ter. I preſume, does not need an Infallible 
Interpreter, tho' the Gentleman for want of 


- 


a little Care, has miſtaken m 
more Places than I have mention'de. 


But after all, whatever may be ſaid againſt 
judging for our ſelves, How is it avoidable _ 
iu the Queſtion we are upon? lam en- 

quiring for a Living Infallible Guide, and 


y Meaning in 


' 


$ 


ef thoſe Texts of | Scr iptur e I had mention'd, 


with 


; ö . | A ; 
1 g N ; : | 
Wn * , 


rhat they expreſs any ſuch Matter: What * 
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miſe of jafallibility, ro. thoſe to whom it is 


, | * 
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£5 3 
Vith bis Obj GAS, ad FR 800 5 4 
which adele del me 
The fifſt 1 remhark'd on ns was that of St. 


16. 'Foby, Which is. always ,4 pply'd_ ro. the 


hatch; and in Which f Pl 18 a plain Pro- 
poke; bur Thad obfery'd,, that there js no 
more Neafon to extend one Part of the Pro- 
mile, 5. chat che Spirit ſhould lead then 


Into all Truth, to the Succeſſors of the A- 
poſtles, than the other, that He Jhould ſhew 
hen Things to come, .. Which is n Nee 
dtended to belong to them; and to t Rk 
Gentleman did 1 think fit to "gs. Fm 


| Se W 


IS. 17. 


Epiſt. to 
Fhilem. 


; Anbver.”” 


g atth, and St. 


On the e in St. 


John, of our Saviour” s being with them 70 
the End of the World, and the Spirit's 4. 


biding with them for (wer, I had obſery'd 
firſt, That 8 Expreſſions are Ol 


us'd in the criptures, when. they mu 
taken in a reſtrain'd Senſe, not to. ſignify 


| Erernally, but Perpetually, to the End of i 
their Lives to whom they are ſpoken. To 


this He fays nothing, bur I, added, That 
how far, or to whomſoever theſe Words 
may be extended, a Promiſe of being with 
any one, ſignify d Aſſiſtance and Protection, 


but not infallibllity; : apd the Reaſon I gave 


for fay ing ſo, was, That that Expreſſion is 


us'd in ſeveral Places of Scriprare, for a Pro- 


_ mile 


Force of thoſe Terms. 
that examining in what Senſe, an Expreſ- 
fon found in one Text: is uſed in other 
| Places of Scripture, is ſo far from being a 
| Shift to evade, that it is the beſt Shift we 
can make, to find out the Importance of 
any diſputed Expreſſion: But it ſeems; 
that what thoſe Terms ſignify in other 
Places, is not the Rule of their Meaning 
here, unleſs I can prove, t that they do not 
ſignify ſomething elſe here, when CHRIST 
imploys them to exprefs his conſolatory 5 
Promiſes to his ſorrowful Church. This 


(is, : 
Hiſe of Gores Pans 8 to his Pet 127 


This, he ſays, 2s 4 poor Shift to evade the 


Whereas I thought, 


Task of proving, that a Thing is not ſaid; 


or what it does not mean, the. Gentleman 
Is labs uently putting me upon: 


But I hope 
think me a little more reaſonable, if. 


172 rather require of him to prove. that thoſe 
Terms do fignify ſomething elſe here; for 
Till thar is done, their Meaning in other 
Places. will be a very good Rule to judge 
by of their Meaning here, tho' employ'd 
80 expreſs Chriſt's conſolatory Promiſes to 


his afflicted Church: 
can 9 0 but a Promiſe. of Infalli 


For why, I pray, 

bility: 
comfort her? Are not Gop's Promiſes of 
Aſſiſtance and Protection, ſufficiently Con- 


ſolatory to her? If He thinks fo; I ſhou'd 
be rempred to deſire a Proof from him, 


E thar 


17. the Church, he ſays, I am too bold in af- 


' that they are not; but, I hope, he has 
highet Thoughts of ſuch Divine Favours, 


chan to attempt That,” or to need any Proof 


from me that they are. If then a Promiſe 


of Gob's Aſſiſtance and Protection, may 


be a confolatory Promiſe to his ſorrow ful 


Church, and that thoſe Expreſſions of Gop's | 


being with any one, of his never leaving 


"Mp forſaking them, do in other Places ſigni- 


fy hits Providence in aſſiſting and protecting 


them, but not Infallibility (tho' they may 

ſignify here a more than ordinary Provi- 

dence; for I did not intend that Word in ſo 
ſtrick a Senſe, as he ſeems to take it,) but 
what Reaſon is there to think, they have a 


different Signification here, when Chriſt 


employs them to comfort his ſorrow ful 
Church 2 Is there not rather all Reaſon to 
think they have not, unleſs, as I ſaid, it be 


© Plainly prov'd, that they muſt ſignify ſome- 
ris as hee ;᷑ V 


* 


On that Expreſſion in St. Matthew, Tell 


firming, that it is meant of private Diffe- 
 rences in Civil Matters, and that Heathen 


and Publican ſignify no more than a Man 
ſued at the King's-Bench. As to that Part, 
Let bim be to thee as a Heathen, or 4 


Publican, 1 was the lets exact in expreſſing 
my 'Thoughts of it, becauſe my Subject on- 


ly requir d me to obſerve, What Kind of 
VVV 


COLT. 


Matters our Saviour there enjoins them to 
refer to the Church: But when I ſaid, that 
thoſe who refus'd to ſubmit their Differen- 
ces to the Judgment of the Church, might 
be proſecuted in Temporal Courts, I did 


not mean that Heathen and Publican, fi- 


gnified 20 more than a Man ſued at the 
 Kingis-Bench ; but on the conrrary, that 
the Reaſon why He might be ſo proſecuted, _ 
was, becauſe he was to be Took'd on as a 
very ill, and incorrigible Man, ( ſuch as the 


Jews thought the Heathens and Publicans 


Pere) and no longer to be conſider ass 
Member of the huren. 


But as to the Matters, which our Savi- | 
our commands them to refer to the Church, 
whatever the Gentleman thinks he means, 


I would appeal even to himſelf, whether 
our Saviour's Words, If thy Brother tre/- = 
paſs againſt thee, are not uſually ſpoken of 


| Injuries done by one Man to another, ei- 


ther in his Goods, Perſon or Reputation; 
and if they are ſo, let any indifferent Perſon | 
judge, whether there is molt Boldneſs in af- 


firming, as I do, that our Saviour meant 


what he ſaid, and meant nothing elſe; ar 


in ſuppoſing, as he does, that our Saviour 
did ut mean, what he did /ay: But per- 


haps it may be again requir'd of me to 
prove, that the Words here 4 nor mean 


ſomething elſe, than they us'd to ſignify in 


other 
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bother Places, a Task I deſirę to be excuſed 


from. However, tho' it is more than ne- 
ceſſary, I will offer at ſomething like a 


Proof, that our Saviour did intend what he 
did fay, 2. e. that private Differences ſhould 
be referred to the Judgment of the Church, 

or that Aſſembly of Chriſtians which the 
- contending Perſons were Members of : For 
why elſe does St. Paul ſo ſeverely blame 


* Cor. 6. the Corinthians, for going to Law before 
the Vnjuſt, and not before the Saints. And 


v. 6. But Brother goeth to Law with 
Brother, and that before,the Unbelievers. 
I ſuppoſe it will not be ſaid; that it was a- 
bout Matters of Faith, that St. Paul re- 


proves them for going before the Unbeliey- 


1 ; and whether it was on the Account of 


Infallible Authority in the Church, 


= he would have them ſubmit their Dif- 


ferences to the Judgment of the Saints, or 


== for fear of giving Scandal to Unbe- 


| lieyers, let the whole Piſcourſe determine, 
particularly obſerving the 5th Verſe, Ts it 
Js, that there is not one wiſe Man among 
you? No not one that ſhall be able to judge 
between his Brethren And Perſe 7. 
Nor therefore there is utterly a Fault a- 
mong you, becauſe ye go to Law one with 
another : Why do ye not rather take wrong ? 
Why do you not rather ſuffer your ſelves 
| fal be defrauded? * Ic ſeems then Sr. = 
4a] 


(49) 
wand have them bring their 9 Pg 


the Saints, or (Tell the Church) not becauſe 


they could not judge amiſs, but becauſe it was 


better to ſubmit ro the Deciſion ' of any 
one, tho? leaſt eſteem'd in the Church, as 


Verſe 4. or to take wrong, than to give 


8 by their Quarrels, to thoſe that 
were without. And why our Saviour's 


yo which ſeem ſo plainly to expreſs 
2 ſame Thing, muſt be underſtood in ano- 


r Senſe, I lee no Reaſon but o ſerve an 


5 H ypotheſis. 


I come now to the laſt Text L had con- 


e d, which is the firſt taken Notice of 
in the Anſwer. viz. Chrift's Promiſe to 
his Church, That the Gates of Hell fhall 
not prevail againſt her, And here the 
Gentleman deſires it ſhould be obſery'd, how 
1 cavil at the Term Prevail, which he lays 
I like not, and aſſigus a Reaſon why 1 
don't like it, becaule, ſays he, If 'tis al. 


tow'd that the Church ſhall not be pre- 
vailed upon by the Powers of Hell, then 


it is clear ji {4 Helliſh Power ) ſhall 
not prevail againſt her, which is the ſame 

| Thins as that fhe ſhall not fall into Error. 
0 this I anſwer, firſt, That I did not in- 

*% rend to cavil at the Word, by ſay ing. that 

in the Original it ſignify'd an entire Victo- 


ry, but only to expreſs what I underſtood 
by it: : And Next, lat if Thad done ſo, 
— 


\ 


it wou'd have been upon ſome better Reaſon 
than to avoid the Conſequences of it; for I 
aſſure him, I have no more laid it down for 
a Principle, That the Church zs wot Infal- 
lible, than I would have others do, that ſhe 
is Infallible : But I began my Search with 
a full Perſwaſion, that my Eternal Salva- 
tion depended on my judging with Sincerity 
of the Arguments on both Sides, eſpecially 
of thoſe which are urg'd from the Holy 
| Seriptures. But whether the Gentleman 
will believe this, or not, he might have ſeen 


by my Reaſoning on this Text, towards 


the End of my Letter, that I needed not to 

cavil at the Word Prevail, for fear of the 

Conſequence he draws from it; for it is there 
very plain, that I do not allow that Con- 


ſequence; ſo far am ] from taking Errors 


prevailing againſt the Church, to be the 
fame thing with her falling into Error, that 
I have there ſuppos'd, that dangerous Er- 
rors may be in the Church, whilſt ſhe re- 
tains all Truths geceſſary to Salvation ; and 

then I enquire, ' how, whilſt ſhe retains all 
ſuch Truths ( tho? with a Mixture of many 
\  Prrors ) the Gates of Hell (ſuppoſing that 
tò mean Error) can be faid 'to: prevail a- 
gainſt her; ſo that I cou'd not cavil at the 
Term, Prevail, to avoid a Conſequence 
which I did not, nor do yet ſee; and if he 
had a mind to cofivince me of it, he ſhou'd 

2 8 e nor 


off” 


E 


258 have thought it ſufficient barely to af- 


vs rm, what 1 had deſir'd a Proof of, vis. 

-1 8 That if ever any Error ſhou'd be received in 

Or the Church, the Gates of Hell, would pre- 

al- vail againſt her. Tis plain indeed, as he 

he ſays in another Place, That if ever ſhe 

th hond make Shipwrack of ber Faith, ſbe 

ba. ceaſes to be a Church but it is not ſo plain, 

ty rhat every Error is a Shipwrack of the 

ly Faith. The Church of Pergamos is told, _ 
ls chat ſhe had not denied the Faith, though Reel. 2. 
lan there were a few things againſt her, the": 13, 74; 
en Doctrine of Balaam, and that of the Nico- * 

rds | /artans, which doubtleſs was a very Erro- 

tro | neous one, ſince Chriſt ſays he hates it. 

the The Jeſuits, the Dominicaus, and the 

cre  Franciſcans, will be allowed, I ſuppoſe, to 

5n- have kept the Faith; and yet either the Do- 

ors minicans, or the other two, muſt hold an 


the Error, fince they hold Things cantrary to 

har each other; and why the whole Church 

7. may not as well keep the Faith (and / the „ 

re || Gates of Hell not prevail againſi ber ) 

ind though ſhe ſhould hold ſome Errors, I ſee 

alt | not. Were not the Doctrines of the Mil. 

my lennium, and of the Neceſſity of the Eucha- 

har 7% tor Infants, Errors, which once were 

| a= gener ally receiv'd p in the C hurch 2 of | Had 

the || then the Gates of Hell preyail'd againſt her ? 

nce I If nor, then the Promiſe that the Gates of 

he Hell ſhall not prevail againft the Church, is 
1 7 ; 7.” > mer -- 
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not the ſame, as that ſhe 
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not t ſhe ſhall not fall. into 
Error, notwithſtanding Errors being (as he 
tells us) a Helliſh Power. And I deſire 


the Gentleman to conſider, whether by in- 


ſiſting on the Word Hell, making it to ſigni- 


fy Error, as a Helliſh Power, according to 
the Importance of that Word in Engliſh, he: 
has not given me juſt Occaſion! to cavil at 
that. Term? tinlels he thinks the Meaning 


of the Word in the Original, is not the 


Raule of its Meaning here; for no doubt he 
is not to learn, that the Word trauſlated 
HFJiell, has not the ſame Signification in the 

Original, as the Term Hell, commonly 
ſtands for in our Language; and if by Hell, 
ſhould be underſtood the Grave; and by 
the Gates to it, Death or Deſtruction, I 
What would become of his Helliſh Power? 
But let that Phriſe ſignify what Powers he 

pleaſes (as it very likely includes every 
power that would oppoſe the Church ) the 

Promiſe plainly 15, that none of them ſhou'd 

overcome, or deſtroy her; for what elle is 

to prevail againſt her? Nor is this Senſe, I 

fuppoſe, diſallowed by him; the Difference 

between us, is rather in this, That he thinks 
the Church is deſtroyed, or that ſhe ceaſes 


to be a Church, if ſhe has any Error in her; 


and thar therefore that Promiſe includes, 
that ſhe ſhall not err. Whereas I do not 
fee, but that the Building may remain firm 


enough 


agair 
b 8 1 
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enough on its Foundation, 
Effential to ir, though Wood, and Ha 
and J7#bb/e, ſhould be ſuperadded; and till 


and loſe nothin 


Ir is proved, that every Error deſtroys the* © 


= 


» 


nothing for her Infallibility. Thus I have 


1 e dg my Reaſons for that Senſe, in 
which I underſtand thoſe Places of Scripture 
that are chiefly urged in this 

I dare appeal to Þ 


whether that be a right Diſpofition, for 


ſeeking the true Meaning of thoſe Texts, 
from which we would learn if ſhe is infal- 
Y. | lible, or not, let any unprejudiced Perſon 


judge. And now I think all that is mate- 
rial, has been ſpoke to, for I have ſhewn, 


Firſt, That his chief Argument, why Pro: 


teſtants ſhould own the Church Infallible in 


all her Deciſions, is built on a wrong Sup- 
poſition, viz. that they believe her Infal- 
lible in all her Deciſions concerning Scri- 

pture, which ſince they do not, that Argu- 


ment which runs through the whole Paper, 
is of no Force. Secondly, I have ſhewn, 


That his great Objection to my Arguments. 
ide, vg. That they _ 


againſt an Infallible Gu 


© 


J. 


Cor. 30 | - 


N 
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Queſtion and; 
Roman Catholicks them. 
ſelves, whether they would not have under- 
| Rood them in the ſame Senſe, if they had 
not firſt laid down for a Principle, that 
they muſt believe them in the Senfe they 

are taught by their Infallible Church; and 


St. Anfitne's Rule to vaderſſang them by, 


7 


5 N 
8 ts the [ofallibiliry of Scri- 


ture. nether is juſt, or if it were, would 
ze of any Ule hae; eſtabliſhing the Aus 


thority of the Church ; on the Contrary, 1 
* have ſhewn that by ſuppoſing. (as he plainly 
does) that my Arguments are good / againſt 
the Scriptures, he has overthrown the Infal-⸗ 
lible Authority of the Church; for he has 
Not pretended: to a greater Evidence. from 
9 Tradition of the Infallibility of the Church; 
than we haye of the Divine Authority of 
| Scripture; and I have maintain'd, that we 
cannot have an equal Evidence of it from 
Tradition: 
good againſt the Scriptures, they. arg certaine | 
ly good againſt the Infallibility of the 
Church; and if they are not good againſt 
— Scriptures (as I have ſhewn they are 
not) then his Objection is groundleſs, and 
either way my Arguments will remain in 
their full Force againſt a Living Infallible 
Guide; this Obj eckion being ſo unlucky, as 


So that, if my Arguments are 


to do his Caule no Service, whether true or 


falſe. And thus the Authority of the 


Church being again reduced to a Trial by 


E Scripture, I have ſhewn, Thirdly, That the 


Senſe in which I underſtand the Texts urged 
for her Infallibility, is the moſt plain and 


obvious Senſe of them, according ro the u- 


ſual Signification of the Words (which is 


when 


[ 


when 


or in 
and 1 
Text: 


Senſe 
Task 


Word 


of Bo 
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when there is nothing in that Senſe abſurd, 


or impious, to force us to ſeek another ) 


and no Proof has been offer'd, that theſe 


Texts ought to be underſtood in another 


Senſe; but I am put on the unreaſonable 
Task of proving in one Place, that the 


Words do not; and in another, am accuſed 
of Boldneſs for affirming, that they do ſi- 
gnify, what they us'd to ſtand for; and to 
the moſt important, which I had ſhewn muſt 


ſaid. So that I am as far to ſeek as ever for 


a Living infallible Guide, finding no Dire- 


dcCition to ſuch a Guide in the Scriptures, nor 
any Tradition ſufſicient to give a Moral Cer- 


tainty of it. 


And now ( tho' it is foreign to my Sub- 


jech yet being greatly ro my Purpoſe in 


entring on it / I would mention a. Conſe- 


quence I draw from the little Certainty I 


have found in the Arguments for 4 Living 
Guide; which is, That finding it moſt Ra- 


tional, to take the Scriptures for our Guide, 
there ſeems to me much greater Safety in 
the Communion of Proteſtants, than in that 
of the Church of Rome, for this Reaſon, 


That in all thoſe Practices, by which they 
differ in their Way of Worſhip, as Adora-. 


tion of the Hoſt, Prayer to Saints, Mor- 
ſhip of Images, Half Communion, &c. E- 


very ordinary Underſtanding may ſee, that 


theſe 
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